Applicant vigorously traverses this ground of rejection since it should be noted 
that all of the claims have been examined several times together and it is not deemed that 
restriction is required. Moreover, it is deemed that the bearings cannot be made by a 
different process as alleged by the Examiner since claims 3 and 7 already require the 
making of two U-legs in common in one work step and this requires the method of claim 
1 and therefore, the inventions are not distinct. Moreover, the same Examiner has 
already indicated that claims 3 and 7 are drawn to allowable subject matter. 

It is deemed that the Commissioner's notice of February 28, 1996, a copy of 
which is enclosed herewith for the Examiner's convenience, will result in the 
recombination of all of the claims in a single application after the claims are found to be 
allowable. It should be noted that, as indicated above, claims 3 and 7 have already been 
indicated as being allowed in the advisory action of August 26, 2003 issued by the same 
Examiner. Therefore, it is deemed that all of the claims should be examined in the 
present application. 

In order to be fully responsive, Applicant elects with a vigorous traverse claims 3 
and 7 and ask that all of the claims be examined in the same application. 
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It should be noted that the present application has had two examinations and two 
advisory actions followed by the present office action and it is requested that the 
prosecution be expedited as quickly as possible. 


Respectfully submitted, 
Muserlian, Lucas and Mercanti 


Charles A. Muserlian, 19,683 
Attorney for Applicant 
Tel.# (212) 661-8000 


CAM:ds 
Enclosures 
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